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Sherman Buck

2532 Humboldt Street
Bellingham, WA 38225

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s regquest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I believe this requirement is totally unnecessary. Current longstanding enacted
laws already require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone
companies to allow the FBI to conduct surveillance. In addition, there is alsg
other avenues of gaining wire tapping through the secret courts set up
specifically far this. The FBI again, is going far heyond these existing
powers, by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arcund
gavernment eavesdropping. And, its wanting corporations to pay for it., sort of
1ike getting prisoners to build their own prison cells. It is the equivalent
of the government requiring all new homes be built with a peephole for law
enforcement to look through. Those who serve in our government offices have yet
to show they are completely honest and integral to gain entry into every nook
and cranny of tax paying American citizens. What I've witnessed so far in the
so called war on terrorism, has been a continual war on American’s rights,
freedoms, under the guise of "possible threats.” In the mean time, nothing is
heing done for those govermment leaders who continue to wage their own personal
agenda in undermining world peace by continuing to support and fund those 1in
other countries who are as much terrorists as those the U.S. government
currently labels as such. Perhaps we should he wiretapping government officials
for their own dishonest ongoings, such as the wiretapping of U.N. delegates
offices. Perhaps we should start cleaning up our own leaders offices before
wanting to gain entry into citizens homes.

I am deeply concerned that this requirement represents an opportunity to go
around Congress. 50 much for democratic processes. Lawmakers, after extensive
deliberations, set up boundaries for how the FBI can collect information
between sgurces like phone companies and data sources like e-mail, The FBI s
continuing aggressive and expansive interpretation of the law desires to bypass
the Tegislative process tc alter that careful balance. It is obvious by its
actions that the FBI feels it knows better than congress about such things as
democracy, and believes it is above such essential requirements as following
the legal laws of which this country was founded upon. J. Edgar Hoover is an
example of such thinking and I doubt that sort of thinking has subsided much
since then.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communicatiaons, the
government is creating the very real potential far hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers and those who are interested in
other things that undermine the democratic principles. The Nixon and Reagan
eras are noted for their behind the scenes interactions of {11legal actions, and
yet they were allowed to get away with it. Another example is the theft of
democratic parties computer information. I also understand that current
technology alltows the NSA to sift through all internet traffic world-wide and
has been doing so for some time now.

I urge you to oppose this dangerous undemocratic suggestion of the Department
of Justice that our new Internet communication technelogies should have
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built—in wirel':appinq.

I Took forward to hearing from you on your thoughts about this serious matter.

Regards,

Sherman R. Buck
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on Samuels

2336 SE 5th
Des Moines, IA 50315

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street Sw

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositian to the
Department of JTustice s request that all new Internet communication services he
reguired to have bui¥t—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement 15 necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to ¢onduct surveillance. The FBI is gqoing far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole far law enfarcement to look through,

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can ¢ollect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reqguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this saort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Jon Samuels
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Rena Dubin
229 Forest Ave.
Santa Cruz, CA 95062

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Cammission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chalrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

The internet is not secure enough as it is,

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to acteally build its systems around
government eavesdropping., It 1s the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through,

I am wvery concerned that this requirement represents an end-run arsund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries far how
the FBI c¢an collect information hetween sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources Yike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
govermment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
eveh rogdue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to pravide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestien of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Rena Dubin
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Francisco Garcis—Moreno, M.D.

46 Crabapple Rd
Manhasset, NY 1103¢C

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chafirman Powel}:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llengstanding taws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

T am very concerped that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberatiens, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the leqislative process to alter that careful halance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thievas or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internst communication technologies should have built—-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts an this matter.

Sincerely,

Francisco A. Carcia—-Moreno, MD
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321 E. 22nd Apt. BC
New York, New York 10010

March 168, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street Sw

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communicaticn services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying te force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up beundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources Tike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rpgue gavernment agents to access our personal communicatians. Past
effaorts to provide this sort aof backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Dawn Saylar
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Stephan Donovan

4851 North Bernard Street
Chicago, IL 60625

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel)
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding Taws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI ic going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. tawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for haow
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is c¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of hackdaor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dahgerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet ¢ommunication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Stephan M. Donovan




MT1Ke Gustine
552 Lanceshire Lane
State College, PA 16803

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppaosition to the
Department of Tustice s reguest that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary, Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying teé Force the industry to actually build 1ts systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run argund
Congress. tawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s agaressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to outr personal caommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
eveh rogue government agents to access our perscnal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

1 Yook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Mike Gustine
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Bruce Runnels

460 S. Oxford Street
Wautoma, WI 54982

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communicatians Commissiaon
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of JTustice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue goverhment agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I 1Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Bruce B. Runnels
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Rebecca Ferrari

90 Lane Loop
Salado, TX 76371

March 18, 2004

FCC Chajrman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this recuirement is necessary. Langstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems araound
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very cancerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
gven rogue government agents to access our perscnal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sert of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies shouid have built—in
wiretapping.

I lTook forward to hearing your thoughts an this matter.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Ferrari
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Ji11 Colgin

2121 Taylor Road
weatherfaord, TX 76087

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtaon, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositian to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not belteve this requirement fs necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to took through,

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI 5 aggressive and expansive reading of the 1aw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communhications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward ta hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Ji11 Celgin
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Noah Schafer

3305 Hillside Rd.
Mandan, ND 5B3554

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositian to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the gavernment reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Took through.

I am very cancerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI c¢an collect information between scurces like phone companies and data
sources l1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communicatiaons. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity far hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that gur new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I 1ook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Noah Schafer
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Josef Ross

2000 SW 16th St #72
Cainesville, FL 32608

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance, The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peepnole for law enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this regui "pment represents an end-run around
fongress. Lawmakers, after extenstive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thisves or
evenh rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
eFforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only c¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose tl.e dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Incernet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Josef Ross
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Eric Fine

704 Belgrove Rd.
Mclean, VA 22101

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 15 the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole far law enforcement to Vook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can c¢oltlect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential far hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

1 look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Eric Fine
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Robert Geoghegan

51 Hinckley Ave
Stamford, CT 06902

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

1 do not believe this regquirement is necessary. Langstanding laws already
require Internst Service Froviders and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephale for law enforcement ta look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can ¢ollect information between sources 1ike phone <companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Robert S Geoghegan
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Randolph Nogel

1055 Fillmore St.
Evanston, IL 60202

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20954

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition ta the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Praviders and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail., The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that ocur new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Randolph Nogel, Esqg.
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Marty Golando

330 Kitty Hawk Rd. #2303
San Antonio, TX 784148

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street Sw

Washingtaon, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the govermment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can ¢ollect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich apportunity for hackers.

Once again, T urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built=in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Martin Golando
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Michelle welsh

413 Forest ave
Pacific Grove, ca 93950

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this regquirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legqislative process to alter that careful balance,

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thisves or
EvYENn rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only c¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once aqain, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestian of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I lTook farward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Michelle Welsh
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Tony Carroll

3606 Woodhead Street
Houston, TX 77098

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

wWashington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication servic¢es be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBT to conduct surveillance., The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdrapping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information hetween sources 1ike phone companies and data
saurces 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance,

1 understand that by requiring a master key te our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Tony Carroll, LCSW
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Christopher Webster

1609 N Church St
Portland, OR 87217

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to ¢onduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for taw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources Tike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance,

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only ¢reated a rich apportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Christopher B, Webster
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vestavia Hills, Alabama 35216
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March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michae! Powel]
Federal Communications Cammissian
445 12th Street SwW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual., I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring al?
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through,

I am very concerned that this regquirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can ¢ollect information between sources 1ike phaone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key te our personal communications, the
government 1s creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
anly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

on¢e again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Yook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Albert Ritchey Tr
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Lawrence wWallin

8395 Toro Canyon Road
Santa Barbara, California 33108

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal! Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writimg to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that &ll new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

Who is in charge now, who in the future? Do vyou want them Tooking into all of
YOUR private correspondence?

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the fBI to ¢onduct surveillance, The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information betweén sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-majl. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative procass to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Lawrence wallin
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Sonja Rice

4593 West 214th St.
Fairview Park, OH 44126

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

Ads a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping acgess.

I do nat believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Sonja Rice
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Matthew Cowie

€72 Rustic Lodge Road
Indiana, PA 15701

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

1 do not believe this requirement is necessary., Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through,

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end—run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sour<es 1ike e-mail. The FBI 5 aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thisves or
gven rogue government agents  to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Jook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

Matthew C.
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Kenneth Kimball

256 Northport Ave
Belfast, ME 04915

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the ¥BI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdraopping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring alil
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone <ompanies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once agaln, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I ook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Kennth Kimball




